Editorial
After a recent discussion with American Psychiatric Nurses Association members about the relationship between open access and predatory journal practices, I realized that there is a lack of definition and understanding of these separate but interrelated concepts. The rapid growth of open access journals in all disciplines, including nursing, has contributed to the emergence of publishers with questionable financial, marketing, and peer-review practices. These questionable journals have created a negative valence around open access journals in general. This is unfortunate since many open access journals are legitimate scholarly contributors to the scientific literature. While the issue is complex and multifaceted, this editorial will attempt an initial discussion of both concepts and offer an explanation of differences and linkages.
Open access is a publication service that is digital, online, free of charge, and free of most copyright and licensing restrictions (Suber, 2004) . It involves the "removal of major obstacles to accessing, sharing and reusing the outputs of scholarly research" (Tennant et al., 2016, p. 3) . Essentially, open access means that it is free of charge to readers for academic or scholarly use and free of copyright restrictions. However, it is not free to produce and fees are charged, generally to authors, or the research institutions sponsoring the research, to publish the articles. Many publishers and societies also offer fee waiver processes for individuals unable to pay the publication fee (Tennant et al., 2016) . In contrast, more traditional journal publishers cover their costs via subscriptions, where authors do not tend to pay to have their manuscripts reviewed or published if accepted. While the process of an author paying for publication of a manuscript might be seen as a conflict of interest for the editor, this ethical concern is removed when the journal or publisher separates the editorial decision making from the business actions. Many publishers, including SAGE, who publishes Journal of the American Psychiatric Nurses Association, have both a subscription and open access model to their operations.
Open access publishing is a model used by many legitimate publishers, but it is also used by predatory or deceptive publishers. Open access is thought to have contributed to the proliferation of predatory publishers who take advantage of authors wishing to get their manuscript published. Predatory publishers may send offers to publish quickly, have an unclear leadership structure for the journal, and have an unclear manuscript review process.
Nurses are not immune to the traps of attempting to publish an article in a questionable journal (Nicoll & Chinn, 2015) . Academic pressure for peer-reviewed publications that are tied to appointment and promotion, the requirement to publish projects or dissertations, and the wish to be published can make any author vulnerable to predatory journals. Nicoll and Chinn (2015) note that many nurses would not expect to be the victims of scams and predatory publishing practices. Unfortunately, as many can attest, these scams occur. Nurses are strongly encouraged to pay attention to the details of the manuscript submission, review, and publishing process in order to protect themselves.
Understanding the pertinent details of the publishing process is made easier with resources readily available to nurse authors. These include all the information listed in the Principles of Transparency developed by the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE; 2015). The peer-review process, governing body of the journal, editorial team/contact information, author fees, copyright and licensing information, the process for dealing with allegations of research misconduct, ownership and management, website, journal name, conflicts of interest, access, revenue sources, advertising, publishing schedule, archiving, and direct marketing are all discussed (COPE, 2015) . Jeffrey Beall is a librarian at the University of Colorado Denver who has developed a somewhat controversial list of predatory journals and publishers. While certainly questioned by some in terms of the screening process used and process of inclusion in the list, Beall nonetheless offers a comprehensive resource that can be used as a starting point when investigating any journal being considered as a resource for publishing a manuscript (Beall, 2016) . I recommend that authors look at all the available 668478J APXXX10.1177/1078390316668478Journal of the American Psychiatric Nurses AssociationPearson editorial2016 1 Geraldine S. Pearson, PhD, PMH-CNS, FAAN, University of Connecticut, Farmington, CT, USA resources citing veracity of publishers and journals before making a decision about submitting for publication.
There are many Internet resources readily available to help with the background check process for journals. These are specifically free, informative, and supportive websites for nurse authors. These include the interdisciplinary COPE website about general publication ethics (publicationethics.org), The International Academy of Nursing Editors (https://nursingeditors.com), and the Nurse Author & Editor newsletter (naepub.com). Each of these has individuals listed on their websites that can be contacted directly for consultation or assistance. I encourage authors to do this.
Most editors have heard painful and difficult stories from authors who have had their articles published by a predatory open access journal that takes their money and publishes their article, as it was submitted, online but does not archive it in any of the industry repositories (e.g., PubMed). Once it is published, authors are unable to resubmit the article to another journal and the article is unlikely to be viewed positively by promotion and tenure committees at the university level. At worst they have lost the article they worked hard to produce if the predatory publisher goes out of business and the article disappears.
In summary, explaining the concept of Open Access publishing is more complex than space allows in this editorial. What is important is not to assume that all Open Access publishing is negative or detrimental to the scientific process and dissemination of knowledge. Open Access publishing becomes negative when journals or publishers engage in predatory or unethical publishing practices that harm authors and tarnish or negates their scholarly work. When thinking about publishing a manuscript, authors are encouraged to do their homework and choose the journal for submission based on transparent publishing practices and ethical peer review. If these are difficult to ascertain or find in an Open Access or subscription journal, the message is "buyer beware." Your hard work deserves publication in an ethical journal that adheres to published standards.
